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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 10/28/2005, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new ground of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) request reinstatement of the appeal. 

If reinstatement of the appeal is requested, such request must be accompanied 
by a supplemental appeal brief, but no new amendments, affidavits (37 CFR 1.130, 
1.131 or 1.132) or other evidence are permitted. See 37 CFR 1.193(b)(2). 

2. Claims 1 - 24, 26 and 27 are pending in the application. 

3. Applicant's arguments, see pages 10-17, filed 10/28/2005, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1 - 24, 26 and 27 under 35 U.S.C 102(e) have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Bommareddy et al. (U.S. Patent 6,779,039). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1 - 16 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

The amended independent Claims 1 and 10 recite, "an analysis of activity 
across the load host computers" and the dependent Claim 19 recites, "designating 
includes analyzing activity across a plurality of host computers and selecting a load host 
computer based on the load host computer activity analysis". 

With respect to "an analysis of activity across the load host computers" or 
"designating includes analyzing activity across a plurality of host computers and 
selecting a load host computer based on the load host computer activity analysis", 
although the specification discloses, "In general, the load host determination process 
can be based on the analysis of a variety of factors.", See instant application page 12 
lines 13 - 14, the specification does not discloses "an analysis of activity across the load 
host computers" or "designating includes analyzing activity across a plurality of host 
computers and selecting a load host computer based on the load host computer activity 
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analysis". Applicant amendment does not clarify the steps of "an analysis of activity 
across the load host computers" or "designating includes analyzing activity across a 
plurality of host computers and selecting a load host computer based on the load host 
computer activity analysis". 

The dependent claims 2-9 and 1 1 - 16 are rejected at least by virtue of their 
dependency on the dependent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



5. Claims 1 - 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Bommareddy et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,779,039). 



6. Regarding Claim 1, Bommareddy teaches 

a dispatch host computer, said dispatch host computer being connectable to an 
external network (Fig. 8 and Column 14 lines 54 - 67); and 
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at least one load host computer coupled to said dispatch host computer, said at 
least one load host computer configured to provide proxy firewall services, said at least 
one load host computer being connectable to one or more application servers, wherein 
said connection from the external network is distributed from said dispatch host 
computer to a particular load host computer based on an analysis of the type of protocol 
of the connection and an analysis of activity across the load host computers (Fig. 8 and 
Column 15 lines 2 -37). 

7. Regarding Claim 10, Bommareddy teaches 

identifying a set of load host computers, each load host computer in said set of 
load host computers being configured to provide proxy firewall services (Fig. 8 and 
Column 15 lines 2 -37); 

monitoring one or more incoming ports at a dispatch host computer for a 
connection (Fig. 8 and Column 1 5 lines 44 - 52); 

upon identification of said connection, selecting from said set of load host 
computers a load host computer to which said connection should be forwarded based 
on an analysis of the type of protocol of said connection and an analysis of activity 
across the load host computers (Fig. 8; Column 15 lines 2-37 and Column 19 lines 41 
-65). 
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8. Regarding Claim 17, Bommareddy teaches 

identifying a resource intensive protocol (Fig. 8; Column 15 lines 2-37 and 
Column 19 lines 41 -65); 

designating a load host computer for providing primary support for said resource 
intensive protocol (Fig. 8; Column 15 lines 2 - 37; Column 16 lines 41 - 53 and Column 
19 lines 41 -65); and 

routing a connection for said resource intensive protocol from a dispatch host 
computer to said designated load host (Fig. 8; Column 15 lines 2 - 37; Column 16 lines 
41 - 53 and Column 1 9 lines 41 - 65). 

9. Regarding Claim 23, Bommareddy teaches 

receiving a connection at a dispatch host computer (Fig. 8 and Column 14 lines 
35 - 67); 

selecting a first load host computer to which the connection should be forwarded; 
forwarding said connection to said first load host computer (Fig. 8; Column 15 lines 2 - 
37; Column 16 lines 41 -53 and Column 19 lines 41 -65); 

connecting a second load host computer to said dispatch host computer; and 
updating a configuration tile on said dispatch host computer to reflect the connection of 
said second load host computer, wherein upon said updating, said second load host 
computer is available to process forwarded connections from said dispatch host 
computer (Fig. 8; Column 15 lines 2-37; Column 16 lines 41 - 53 and Column 19 lines 
41 -65). 
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10. Claim 2 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches dispatch host computer includes a monitoring element that listens 
for connections on multiple ports (Column 15 lines 2 - 37). 

11. Claim 4 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches at least one load host computer is protocol specific load host 
computer (Column 19 lines 14 -22). . 

12. Claim 5 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches at least one load host computer can handle multiple protocols 
(Column 15 lines 2 -37). 

13. Claim 6 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches at least one load host computer and said dispatch host computer 
communicate information regarding the connecting of said at least one load host 
computer to the computer system (Column 15 lines 2 - 37). 

14. Claim 9 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1 . Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches dispatch host computer provides proxy firewall services (Fig. 5 
and 8; Column 8 lines 35 - 65 and Column 15 lines 2 - 37). 



Application/Control Number: 09/774,001 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2136 

15. Claim 1 1 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 10. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches communicating information between said dispatch host computer 
and said load host computers relating to the availability of said load host computers 
(Column 15 lines 2-37 and Column 18 lines 27 - 50). 

16. Claim 12 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 10. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches monitoring for a connection with a dispatch proxy that monitors 
one or more incoming ports on said dispatch host computer simultaneously (Summary 
and Column 16 line 49 -Column 17 line 15). 

17. Claim 13 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 10. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches selecting a load host computer based on a round robin load 
distribution among said load host computers (Column 17 lines 16 - 39). 

18. Claim 14 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 10. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches selecting a load host computer based on the availability of the 
load host computers (Column 15 lines 2-37 and Column 18 lines 27 - 50). 

19. Claim 15 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 10. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches selecting a load host computer based on the percentage of the 
total number of simultaneous proxied connections the load host computer can support 
(Summary and Column 16 line 49 - Column 17 line 15). 
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20. Claim 16 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 10. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches selecting a load host computer that can support a resource 
intensive protocol (Column 1 5 lines 2-37 and Column 1 9 lines 41 - 65). 

21. Claim 18 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 17. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches processing on the dispatch host computer a connection for at 
least one protocol other than resource intensive protocol (Column 15 lines 2-37 and 
Column 19 lines 41 -65). 

22. Claim 19 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 17. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches designated load host provides exclusive support for said 
resource intensive protocol (Column 15 lines 2-37 and Column 19 lines 41 - 65), and 

wherein designating includes analyzing activity across a plurality of host 
computers and selecting a load host computer based on the load hose computer activity 
analysis(Column 6 line 30 - Column 7 line 15 and Column 19 lines 41 - 65). 

23. Claim 20 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 17. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches designated load host is dedicated to said resource intensive 
protocol (Column 15 lines 2-37 and Column 19 lines 41 -65). 
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24. Claim 21 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 17. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches designating another load host for multi-purpose support (Column 
1 5 lines 2-37 and Column 1 9 lines 41 - 65). 

25. Claim 22 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 17. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches dispatch host computer has multi-purpose support (Column 15 
lines 2-37 and Column 1 9 lines 41 - 65). 

26. Claim 24 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 23. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches communicating information between said dispatch host computer 
and said second load host computer regarding the availability of said second load host 
computer (Column 15 lines 2-37 and Column 18 lines 27 - 50). 

27. Claim 26 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 23. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches wherein said connecting and said updating occur during the 
provision of proxy firewall services (Fig. 5 and 8; Column 8 lines 35 - 65 and Column 15 
lines 2 -37). 

28. Claim 27 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 23. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches wherein said connecting includes signaling the dispatch host 
computer upon connection (Fig. 5 and 8; Column 8 lines 35 - 65 and Column 15 lines 2 
-37). 
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29. Claim 3 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 2. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches wherein said monitoring element is a dispatch proxy (Column 8 
lines 35 - 65 and Column 17 lines 27 - 60). 

30. Claim 7 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 6. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches wherein said dispatch host computer includes a configuration file 
with information relating to any load host computers in the computer system (Column 19 
lines 41 - Column 20 line 24). 

31. Claim 8 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 7. Furthermore, 
Bommareddy teaches wherein upon the connection of another load host computer to 
the computer system, said configuration file is updated to reflect the availability of said 
another load host computer in the computer system (Fig. 5 and 8; Column 8 lines 35 - 
65 and Column 1 5 lines 2 - 37). 



Conclusion 



32. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
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applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

33. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO Form 892. 

Applicant is urged to consider the references. However, the references should be 
evaluated by what they suggest to one versed in the art, rather than by their specific 
disclosure. If applicants are aware of any better prior art than those are cited, they are 
required to bring the prior art to the attention of the examiner. 

34. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Pramila Parthasarathy whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3866. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00a.m. To 5:00p.m.. If attempts 
to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Ayaz 
Sheikh can be reached on 571-232-3795. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to 
the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose 
telephone number is 703-305-3900. 



Application/Control Number: 09/774,001 



Page 13 



Art Unit: 2136 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Pramila Parthasarathy 
December 1 5, 2005. 




